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Art Unit: 2876 

' DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of the Pre- Amendment filed February 27, 2004. 

Specification 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract does not provide a 
concise statement of the technical disclosure of claimed invention. It appears that it is identical 
to the Abstract of its parent application. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
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the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
5. Claims 1, 64, and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Peebles et al. (US 6,454, 163B2) in view of Calder et al. (US 6,516,998B2). 

Re claims 1 and 64, Peebles et al disclose an ATM with an escrow unit (24), reject bin 18 
and other storage bins 16. The ATM uses a media entry/exit slot 12 to receive and dispense 
media. There are two separate media flow path paths for separating returned media from 
accepted media. The escrow unit functions as a separator for storing media in accordance with 
validation process. The reject bin 18 stores returned media for later verification. 

However, Peebles et al. do not specifically disclose the ATM presenting media having an 
acceptable media condition to a customer. 

Calder et al. disclose a self-service terminal (SST such as an automated teller machine) in 
Fig. 1. The SST 10 includes a fascia 12, which is accessible by a user, in which is set a media 
port 14 through which banknotes are dispensed to the user. Inside the SST 10 are located four 
media dispense modules 16, each of which contains a different denomination of banknotes, and a 
media purge bin 18, for receiving banknotes which cannot be dispensed (for example, if multiple 
notes are picked from a module in error). Mounted on a pair of vertical tracks 20 and driven by 
motors (not shown) between the modules 16 and the SST fascia 12 is a movable media transport 
22. The purge bin stores media from cancelled transactions or if the user fails to take their 
presented bank notes. The process of storing media from cancelled transactions or untaken by a 
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customer after a predetermined time would enhance the accurate inventory of media stored in the 
ATM. 

. In view of Calder et al.'s teaching, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further employ the retracting element and 
step of a currency cassette used in an ATM in addition to the ATM of Peebles et al. due to the 
fact that accurate inventory of media stored in the ATM can be achieved for the purposes of 
minimizing loss of media having acceptable condition. 

Re claim 65, Peebles et al. in view of Calder et al. disclose the apparatus as recited in 
rejected claim 64 stated above, wherein diverting media having an acceptable media condition to 
the diverted media storage area (reject bin 18 of Peebles et al.) includes storing the diverted 
media in the diverted media storage area without presenting the diverted media to a customer 
(col. 5, 11. 23-30). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 45-63 and 66-70 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
none of the cited prior art of the references discloses, teaches, or fairly teaches the claimed 
apparatus and method recited in dependent claims 46-63 and 66-70. The reject bin lacks a 
pivotable partition to direct media to either of the diverted media storage area or the retracted 
media storage area. 
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Conclusion 



8. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. 



Milne (US 6,073,837) discloses an ATM that comprises a mechanism to retract a stack of 
currency that has been presented to a user. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven S. Paik whose telephone number is 571-272-2404. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 5 :30a-2:00p (Maxi-Flex*). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G. Lee can be reached on 571-272-2398. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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